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If therefore alterations and repeals have not been
as frequent as public policy has demanded, whose
fault is it?

Perhaps, however, it will be argued that the real
mischief of the decision has consisted in its effect
upon the state Legislatures themselves, the idea
being that large business interests, when offered
the opportunity of obtaining irrepealable charters,
have frequently found it worth their while to assail
frail legislative virtue with irresistible temptation.
The answer to this charge is a " confession in avoid-
ance"; the facts alleged are true enough but hardly
to the point. Yet even if they were, what is to be
said of that other not uncommon incident of legis-
Hative history, the legislative "strike," whereby
corporations not protected by irrepealable charters
are blandly confronted with the alternative of hav-
ing their franchises mutilated or of paying hand-
somely for their immunity? So the issue seems to
resolve itself into a question of taste regarding
two species of legislative "honesty." Does one
prefer that species which, in the words of the late
Speaker Reed, manifests itself in " staying bought,"
or that species which flowers in legislative black-
mail? The truth of the matter is that Marshall's
decision has been condemned by ill-informed or